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Monique Etcheverry et al.,
Plaintiffs and Appellants,
V.
Tri-Ag Service, Inc. et d.,
Defendants and Respondents.
The judgment of the Court of Appeal is reversed and the matter
remanded for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.

Brown, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Baxter, J.
Chin, J.

Concurring and Dissenting Opinion by Kennard, J.
Dissenting Opinion by Werdegar, J.

| Concur:
Mosk, J.
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S073451

Los Angeles Alliance for Survival et al.,
Plaintiffs and Respondents,
V.
City of Los Angeleset al.,
Defendants and Appellants.

In response to the Ninth Circuit’ s certification request, we
conclude as follows: Regulations such as the Los Angeles ordinance
here at issue, banning all aggressive solicitation for the immediate
exchange of funds, and banning all solicitation for immediate
donations in certain captive audience areas, should be considered
content neutral for purposes of article 1, section 2(a).

George, C.J.
We Concur:
Baxter, J.
Werdegar, J.
Chin, J.
Brown, J.

Dissenting Opinion by Mosk, J.

Dissenting Opinion by Kennard, J.
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S086259

S011960

S012943

S014021

S014394

Barry Keene, Respondent
V.
Bill Jones, California Secretary of State, Respondent
Application for stay and petition for writ of mandate DENIED.

People, Respondent

V.
Cynthia Coffman and James Gregory Marlow, Appellants

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including April 3, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
David Allen Rundle, Appellant

Based upon Deputy State Public Defender Therene Powell’s
representation that she plans to complete her review of the record
and file a supplemental motion to correct, augment and settle the
record in the superior court on or before April 28, 2000, appellant’s
request for an extension of time to file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including April 28, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Dean Phillip Carter, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including March 23, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Fermin Rodriguez Ledesma, Appellant

Based upon counsel’ s estimation that he will be ableto file
appellant’ s opening brief in this matter by June 2000, appellant’s
request for an extension of time to file the brief is granted to and
including April 7, 2000.
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S016081

S018637

S018909

S020244

S022153

People, Respondent

V.
Maureen McDermott, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including April 25, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Jackie Ray Hovarter, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including March 29, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Y oung, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including May 1, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Jesus Cianez Hernandez, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including May 1, 2000.

In re James Edward Hardy

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of the parties and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file exceptions to report of the
referee and simultaneous briefs on the meritsis extended to and
including April 18, 2000. No further extensions of time will be
granted. Any responses shall be served and filed 30 days thereafter.
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S024599

S024642

S029460

S029476

S031641

People, Respondent

V.
Michael Lamont Jones, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including April 11, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Michael Ray Burgener, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including April 28, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Randall Scott Cash, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including April 27, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Delmer Boyer, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including May 1, 2000.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Gregory O. Tate, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including May 1, 2000,
to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant
Is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been compl eted.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.
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S040575

S049626

S069718

S074429

S078243

People, Respondent

V.
Delaney Gera Marks, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including March 24, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Stephen Edward Hajek and Loi Tan Vo, Appellants

On application of appellant Stephen Edward Hajek and good
cause appearing, it is ordered that the appellant Stephen Edward
Haek is granted to and including May 1, 2000, to request correction
of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant is ordered to notify
the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as soon as the act asto
which the Court has granted an extension of time has been
completed.

No further extensions of time are contempl ated.

In re Melvin Turner

on
Habeas Corpus

The application of respondent for an extension of timeto file the
informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis denied.

People, Respondent

V.
Drax Quartermain, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including April 18, 2000.

People, Appellant

V.
Luis Miranda, Respondent

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the answer to the amicus
curiae brief filed by the California Public Defender’ s Association is
hereby extended to and including March 20, 2000.
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S080905

S082898

S077350

S077350

S080610

InreLizaBrown

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’s reply to the
Attorney General’ s response is extended to and including March 1,
2000.

In re Tiequon Aundray Cox

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including April 3, 2000.

Smith A. Ketchum 11, Appellant

V.
John M. Moses, Respondent

The application of Consumer Attorneys of Californiafor
permission to file an amicus curiae brief in support of respondent is
hereby granted.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within
twenty days of the filing of the brief.

Smith A. Ketchum 11, Appellant

V.
John M. Moses, Respondent

The application of The Impact Fund for permission to file an
amicus curiae brief and request for judicial notice in support of
respondent is hereby granted.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within
twenty days of the filing of the brief.

Gerawan Farming Incorporated, Appellant

V.
Ann M. Veneman et al., Respondents

The application of Sun-Maid Growers of Californiafor
permission to file an amicus curiae brief in support of respondentsis
hereby granted.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within
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within twenty days of the filing of the brief.

Bar In the Matter of the Application of the Committee of Bar Examiners
Misc. of the State of Californiafor Admission of Attorneys
4186 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the

following named applicants, who have fulfilled the requirements for
admission to practice law in the State of California, be admitted to
the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to
the applicants to take the oath before a competent officer at another
time and place:

(LIST OF NAMESATTACHED TO ORIGINAL ORDER)
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SUPREME COURT CALENDAR
LOS ANGELES SESSION
APRIL 4 and 5, 2000

The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for
hearing at its courtroom in the Ronald Reagan State Office Building, 300 South Spring
Street, 3rd Floor, North Tower, Los Angeles, Californiaon April 4 and 5, 2000.

TUESDAY, APRIL 4, 2000 - 9:00 A.M.
S069522 Kasler v. Lungren
S081209 People v. Rubalcava
S073678 Galanty v. Paul Revere Life Insurance Company

1:30 P.M.

S009108 People v. Ronaldo Medrano Ayala [Automatic Appeal]
S065501 Linder v. Thrifty Oil Company
S008005 People v. Charles Dell Riel [Automatic Appeal]

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 5, 2000 - 9:00 A.M.

S062139 Kransco International Insurance v. American Empire Surplus
Lines Insurance Company

S078243 People v. Miranda

S077461 Kaima/Ray Wilson v. Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation

2:00 P.M.

S080174 Boysaw v. Superior Court, County of Los Angeles; People
S008840 People v. Herbert James Coddington [Automatic Appeal]

GEORGE
Chief Justice

If exhibits are to be transmitted to this Court, counsel must comply with Rule
10(d), California Rules of Court.






